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MEETING OF THE BOLOGNA FOLLOW-UP GROUP (BFUG)
Alden Biesen, Belgium, 24-25 of August 2010

Draft outcome of proceedings

EXCERPT (Reporting and Mobility points)
9.1 Reporting on the Implementation of the Bologna Process

Documents:

BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.1a [reporting timeline]


BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.1b [questionnaire for data collection]

                          BFUG (BE/AL)21_9.1c [questionnaire on student and staff 

                                                             mobility]


BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.1d [input from Eurostat/Eurostudent]



BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.1e [EC update on mobility]
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Germain Dondelinger (Luxembourg), the Co-Chair of the WG on Reporting, mentioned that the aim was to have an integrated report for the Ministerial Conference, which is able to provide the base for evidence-based policy.
He explained that, at this stage, the printed document covered only the qualitative indicators and not the quantitative ones (statistical evidence) and also detailed the procedure that had been used for selecting those indicators and the area that they are covering.

The Co-Chair wanted to know if the questions within the questionnaire were correctly formulated and properly understood for the pre-testing phase soon to follow.
As for the future, the speaker added that:

· the quantitative indicators had not been yet established and would be discussed during the next meeting of the WG on Reporting (in November 2010, in Luxembourg); also, the way in which the report would be used for evidence based-policy had not been  discussed yet; 
· in Spring 2011, the BFUG members would receive a first outlook of the report.
Andrejs Rauhvargers (Latvia), the Co-Chair of the WG on Reporting, informed the BFUG members that, in spite of its length, the questionnaire had been simplified and explained the main changes that had occurred and its structure.

Participants praised the work done in the drafting process, while proposing some suggestions, comments or questions related to the questionnaire, as follows:

· there are few overlaps and some questions are missing (e.g. no question on workload related to ECTS), or a need for additional questions on some issues (e.g. student centred learning, social dimension) (ESU); 
· there is a need for inserting definitions into the questionnaire (Scotland, supported by Croatia);
· there are some missing aspects, mostly related to academic staff (e.g. with regard to the question on data collection, within the Quality Assurance(QA) section, the involvement of staff should be included as it was agreed in the WG meeting in Riga) (EI); clarifications will be needed concerning any possible confusion coming from the similarities with another recent EURYDICE questionnaire (Belgium);

· the BFUG needs to take into account the responsibilities and  difficulties at different levels (the national one - Poland: the federal one - Italy) in filling the present questionnaire (related answers had been given by EURYDICE);

· there is a need for technical improvements leading to consequences both on the filling-in manner of the questionnaire and on the coordination between the questions and comments related to the fees, scholarships and grants in different parts of the questionnaire (CoE);

· the WG needs to take into account the existing risks of errors in completing such a wide questionnaire and possible measures to diminish them (Croatia);
· the data collectors should provide room for comments and to include textboxes for the possible alternative answers in the case of closed questions (the Netherlands).
In this context, Peter Greisler (Germany) emphasised the importance and the time constraints related to collecting the answers to the questionnaire on students and staff mobility. These constraints would require providing the answers earlier than those to the other thematic questionnaires (September 30th, 2010, at the latest). This arrangement would maintain the agreed timeframe, which is very much needed for the agenda of the next meeting of the Mobility WG.

At the end, the two Co-Chairs answered as follows:

a) Germain Dondelinger:

· in this stage, only the qualitative indicators are included in the questionnaire;

· one should consider the delicate balance between acquiring comprehensive and reliable data, on one side, and the length and complexity of the questionnaire, on the other. This had implications on the coherence of the questionnaire. The BFUG national representative will have the main responsibility of keeping an overview on the coherence and reliability of the answers to all parts of the questionnaire.

b) Andrejs Rauhvargers:

· explained that the high number of questions came from the need to investigate some aspects that would not be questioned until the next survey in 2015;

· mentioned the possibilities to reduce the risks in filling in the questionnaire, including the possible support coming from EURYDICE national agencies.

A final set of comments came from the European Commission, as follows (point 9.1.e):

· at EU level, the Council asked the Commission to come up by the end of this year with proposals of mobility benchmarks, including on HE;

· the Commission convened an Expert Group (that already met twice and will have a further last meeting in September). The discussion was very much in line with what the Mobility WG was discussing on the Bologna benchmark;

· the Commission should release a proposal in November 2010, in a Communication, to propose the confirmation of the Bologna benchmark (which needs to be further confirmed by the Council); 

· in terms of indicators for measuring the benchmark, it is considered that within the EU context they are very much in line with what was discussed in the EHEA. In the final EU version, there could be some minor differences that do not affect the data collection process. This allows for different aggregation formulas that comply with the political definitions given within the EHEA and EU;

· The Commission representative will probably be able to present the outcome at the March meeting of the BFUG;

· All delegations agreed with the timeline. 
9.2 Mobility

Document:

BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.2 [Mobility WG update]

The Chair of the Mobility WG (Peter Greisler, Germany):

· confirmed what the European Commission had said about the benchmark and about the non-differences in data collection. He added that the Commission wanted to use the definition of the Erasmus Programme as a proxy for mobility flows inside the EU until 2012, when the data collectors will be able to measure credit mobility;

· re-stated that, from a geographical perspective, the EHEA benchmark is about those who graduated in Europe, while the European Commission benchmark is wider, including the European students who graduated outside the EU/European Economic Area (EEA); 
· stressed the importance of having, as soon as possible, (before September 30th, 2010) the answers on the mobility questionnaire that would be circulated at the end of this week.

During the debates and in reaction to concerns raised by United Kingdom, Peter Greisler agreed to amend the Preliminary Remarks section of the questionnaire so that it is made clear that BFUG, in the ToR for the Mobility WG called for the drafting of an EHEA strategy on mobility. 

Used abbreviations

	ACA
	Academic Cooperation Association

	Benelux
	Belgium, the Netherlands and Luxembourg

	BFUG
	Bologna Follow-up Group

	BPF
	Bologna Policy Forum

	CBHE
	Cross-border higher education

	CoE
	Council of Europe

	DGHE
	Directors General of Higher Education

	E4 group
	EUA + ENQA + EURASHE + ESU (in context of cooperation on quality assurance)

	EAIE
	European Association for International Education

	ECA
	European Consortium for Accreditation

	ECTS
	European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System

	EEA
	European Economic Area 

	EHEA
	European Higher Education Area

	EI
	Education International

	ENIC
	European Network of Information Centres

	ENQA
	European Association for Quality Assurance in Higher Education

	EQF-LLL
	European Qualifications Framework for Lifelong Learning 

	EQAR
	European Quality Assurance Register for Higher Education

	ERA
	European Research Area

	ESG (QA)
	European Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher Education Area

	ESN
	Erasmus Student Network

	ESU (formerly ESIB)
	European Students' Union

	EU
	European Union

	EUA
	European University Association

	EURASHE
	European Association of Institutions in Higher Education

	EUROSTAT
	Statistical Office of the European Communities

	HE
	Higher Education

	HEI
	Higher Education Institution

	LLL
	Lifelong Learning

	LRC
	Lisbon Recognition Convention

	NAFSA
	Association of International Educators

	NARIC
	National Academic Recognition Information Centres

	NQF
	National Qualifications Framework

	OECD
	Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development

	PLA
	Peer Learning Activity

	RPL
	Recognition of Prior Learning

	QA
	Quality Assurance

	QF
	Qualifications Framework

	QF-EHEA
	Overarching framework of qualifications of the European Higher Education Area

	Tempus
	Trans-European mobility scheme for university studies

	TNE
	Transnational education

	ToR
	Terms of Reference

	UNESCO
	United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization

	UNESCO-CEPES
	UNESCO’s European Centre for Higher Education (Centre Européen pour l'Enseignement Supérieur)

	WG
	Working Group
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Main points of the discussion outlined below:


the printed document covered only the qualitative indicators and not the quantitative ones (that would be discussed during the next meeting of the WG on Reporting (November 16th, 2010, in Luxembourg);


one of the challenges is to find out whether the questionnaire (that had been simplified) was correctly formulated and properly understood for the pre-testing phase soon to follow;


in Spring 2011, the BFUG members would receive a first outlook of the report;


participants advanced suggestions, comments or questions related to the questionnaire, concerning: overlaps, missing questions, definitions that should be inserted, needed clarifications, technical improvements, risks of errors and actions to counteract them; 


it was stressed the role of BFUG national representative as main responsible for of keeping an overview on the coherence and reliability of the answers to all parts of the questionnaire.





Main points outlined below:


the Chair of the Mobility WG introduced the topic regarding the distinction between EHEA and EU benchmark on mobility and stressed on the 30th of September 2010 deadline for the answers on the mobility questionnaire;


a debate followed and during it the Chair of the WG agreed to amend the Preliminary Remarks section of the questionnaire so that it is made clear that BFUG, in the ToR for the Mobility WG, called for the drafting of an EHEA strategy on mobility. 









































2

